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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/14/08 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1 - 3, 5, 11, 13 - 19, 26-32 are pending. Claims 1 -3, 5, 11, 13 - 15 
have been amended. Claims 4, 6 - 10, 12, 20 » 25, 33 - 40 have been cancelled. 
Claims 1, 13, 20, 32 are independent. This application was filed on 12-30-2003 

* Claim 5 objection from Final has been withdrawn due to claim amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shaii contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, dear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1, 19, 28, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The ciaim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
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had possession of the claimed invention. There is no disclosure or definition of the term 
"proximate" in the specification. The term is mentioned in the original claims. But, 
there is insufficient disclosure to determine what is meant by the term "proximate". The 
term "proximate" is defined as :" very dose in space or time" 
(http://www.thefreedictionary.com/proximate). Are the computing systems close in 
space or time? Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5, 11, 13-19, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Amended claims with 
" computer-implemented system..." don't meet the conditions of 101 requirements, thus 
35 USC § 101 rejections are maintained. 

In Claims 1, 13, 32 "a device comprising a local agent component." is to be 
construed as computing device of software per se, embodying functional descriptive 
material, unless agent component claimed in combination with an appropriate computer 
readable medium to enable the functionality to be realized is patent eligible subject 
matter, and if it is capable of producing a useful, concrete and tangible result when used 
in the computer system. (See MPEP 2106, subsection IV. C.) It needs to be clear in 
specification that the only reasonable interpretation of the word "component" is limited 
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to hardware inclusive, tangible embodiment. According to the specification, it is possible 
for the corresponding disclosed "component" to cover an embodiment of software alone, 
(spec, para 32). 

[0032] As used in this application, the terms "component" and "system" are intended to 
refer to a computer-related entity, either hardware, a combination of hardware and 
software, software, or software in execution. For example, a component may be, but is 
not limited to being, a process running on a processor, a processor, an object, an 
executable, a thread of execution, a program, and/or a computer. By way of illustration, 
both an application running on a server and the server can be a component. One or more 
components may reside within a process and/or thread of execution and a component 
may be localized on one computer and/or distributed between two or more computers. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1-14-2008 have been fully considered but are moot 
based on new grounds of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention Is not Identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skiii in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1 - 3, 5, 13 - 17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Paroz (US Patent No. 6,587,125) in view of Kawamura et al. (US 
Patent No. 6,662,207). 
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Regarding Claim 1, Paroz discloses a computer-implemented system that facilitates 
controlling a computing device, comprising a local agent component that receives local 
input device data of one or more local input devices of a local system and routes the 
local input device data to a remote system for the control thereof with the one or more 
local input devices such that the local system control of the remote system by the user 
via the local agent upon deployment of the remote system proximate to the local 
system; (Paroz col 5, II 30-35: software (mediation) components; sends updated 
information about the state of first computing device (remote) to second computing 
device (local); col 5, II 41-45: receives control input from said mediation system 
(communicates with local) and executes it on first computing device (remote); control 
first computing device (remote) from second computing device (local); col 5, II 17-23: 
remotely controlling a first computing device from a second computing device; local 
(second) system controls remote (first) system) and a processor for executing the 
computer executable local agent component. (Paroz col 7, II 42-46: second computing 
system (local) can be a personal computer; implies a processor for system operations) 

Paroz does not explicitly disclose that the local agent is communicatively coupled to an 
associations database comprising associations information between a user, the local 
system, and the remote system. However, Kawamura discloses wherein the local 
agent of the local system is communicatively coupled to an associations database 
comprising associations information between a user, the local system, and the remote 
system. (Kawamura col 6, 1 85 - col 7, 1 6: information stored in agent profile (agent 
attributes); information with regard to whether individual platforms are capable of 
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accepting and activating an agent; col 32, II 23-31 : storage of platform profile and agent 
profile; can be stored in a centralized or distributed manner (agent profile for each agent 
is part of each agent or in a central store)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz where 
the local agent of the local system is communicatively coupled to an associations 
database comprising associations information between a user, the local system, and the 
remote system as taught by Kawamura. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to employ the teachings of Kawamura in order to perform highly efficient 
information processing that is responsive to changes in situation, (see Kawamura col 6, 
II 36-43: "... Therefore, an object of the present invention is to provide an agent system 
that, when it is necessary for an agent to perform some task at another node, is capable 
of dynamically judging at that point, based on the situations at that time, whether to 
move the agent or have the agent cooperate. Given such an agent system, it is 
possible to petform highly efficient information processing that is responsive to changes 
in situation. ... ") 

Regarding Claim 2, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 1, the 
computer executable local agent component further receives remote system data 
associated with the remote system that is processed to determine whether to route the 
local input device data to the remote system. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) 
system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives 
control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first 
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Regarding Claim 3, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 1, the 
local input device data is used by the remote system along with remote input device 
data of one or more remote input devices to facilitate control of the remote system, 
using at least one of the one or more local input devices, the one or more remote input 
devices, and a combination of one or more of the local and remote input devices. (Paroz 
col 5, II 17-23: a system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second 
computing device (local); col 5, II 30-35: sends updated information about the state of 
first computing device to equivalent or second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 5, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 1 . 
further comprising a comp_ute£,execMgMg remote agent component of the remote 
system signals the local agent component, in response to which the local agent 
component disengages control of the remote system via the one or more local input 
devices by routing the local input device data for processing only by the local system. 
(Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status monitor monitors GU! events; determine whether to 
generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 
21-25: handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events occurring 
on second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 13, Paroz discloses a computer-implemented system that facilitates 
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control of a second computing system with a first computing system, comprising: 
a first computer executable agent programmed on the first computing system that 
receives local input device data of a local input device; (Paroz col 5, II 30-35: 
mediation system (communicates with local agent); receives control input from 
second computing system (first agent)) 
a second computer executable agent of the second computing system that 

communicates with the first computer executable agent to facilitate control of the 
second computing system, the local input device triggers routing of the local input 
device data by the first computer executable agent to the second computer 
executable agent. (Paroz col 4, IS 61-65: software component on first computing 
device (second agent) monitors input events from second computing device (first 
agent); col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, 
II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives 
control input and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote)) 
a processor for exec uting the first computer executable agent. (Paroz col 7, II 42-46: 
second computing system (local) can be a personal computer; implies a 
processor for system operations) 

Regarding Claim 14, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 13, 
the computer executable first agent routes the local input device data based upon a 
location of a pointer associated with at least one of the first computing system and the 
second computing system, the pointer location coinciding with switching area of a user 
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interface that triggers the first computer executable agent to route the input device data. 

(Paroz coi 5, ii 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30- 
35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input 
and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote)) 

Regarding Claim 15, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 14, 
the switching area is determined manually by a user that configures the physical 
orientation of the second computing system to the first computing system, in response 
to which at least one of the switching area is determined on a display of the first 
computing system and second switching area is determined on a display of the second 
computing system. (Paroz coi 9, II 39-44: visual status monitor monitors GUI events 
(mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to generate a message to the 
mediator for the second computing device (local); coi 9, il 21-25: handlers for events 
received from local program; handlers for events occurring on second computing 
device) 

Regarding Claim 16, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 14, 
the switching area is determined automatically by automatically determining the physical 
orientation of the second computing system to the first computing system, in response 
to which the first computer executable agent determines placement of the switching 
area on a display of the first computing system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status 
monitor monitors GUI events (mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to 
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generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 
21-25: handlers for events received from local program; handlers for events occurring 
on second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 17, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 13, 
the first computer executable agent routes the local input device data based upon 
location of a pointer associated with a remote input device of the second computing 
system, the pointer location matching a location of a display element of the second 
computing system that triggers the second agent to signal the first computer executable 
agent to route the input device data to the first computing local system only. (Paroz col 
5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator 
(local agent) receives control input; col 5, il 41-45: receives control input and executes 
(routes) on first computing device (remote)) 

Regarding Claim 19, Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 3, the first computer 
executable agent of the first computing system is coupled to a database of associations 
between a user, the first computing system, and the second computing system such 
that deployment of the second computing system proximate the first computing system 
automatically facilitates control of the second computing system by the user via the first 
computing system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status monitor monitors GUI events 
(mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to generate a message to the 
mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 21-25: handlers for events 
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received from local program; handlers for events occurring on second computing 
device) 

10. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Paroz- 
Kawamura and further in view of Deshpande (US Patent No. 7,171,444). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Paroz discloses the system of claim 1 , the local computer 
executable agent component facilitates an interface on the local system to control the 
remote system. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a system for controlling a first computing device 
(remote) from a second computing device (local); col 5, II 37-40: visual status monitoring 
system (display, user interface) detects changes in the status of first computing system 
(remote) and transfers those changes to second computing device (local)) Paroz does 
not explicitly disclose a touch pad interface. However, Deshpande discloses emulation 
of a touch pad interface. (Deshpande col 1, II 23-27: touch screen) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to use 
a touch pad interface as taught by Deshpande. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to employ the teachings of Deshpande in order to provide 
adequate playback by eliminating bandwidth constraints. (Deshpande col 2, II 42-47: " 
. . . Many thin client systems fail to achieve adequate playback due to the bandwidth 
constraints and the way in which that bandwidth is used. The present invention 
addresses this and other problems associated with the prior art. ... ") 



11. 



Claims 18, 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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Paroz-Kawamura and further in view of Beged-Dov et al. (US Patent No. 6,983,328). 

Regarding Claim 18, Paroz discloses the computer-implemented system of claim 13, 
the first computer executable agent facilitates copying data from the first computing 
system to the second computing system by encapsulating data and transmitting the 
encapsulated data to the second computer executable agent. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a 
system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device 
(local); col 5, II 30-35: sends updated information about the state of first computing 
device to equivalent or second computing device) Paroz does not explicitly disclose 
copying of clipboard data from the first computing system to the second computing 
system. However, Beged-Dov discloses copying of clipboard data from the first 
computing system to the second computing system by encapsulating the clipboard data 
and transmitting the encapsulated clipboard data, verifies that the clipboard data can be 
copied to the second computing system. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a 
clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: past function; 
col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 30-33: verifies user 
identity at copy system (first system); col 5, II 17-18: verifies user identity at paste 
system (second system)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to 
copy clipboard data from the first computing system to the second computing system as 
taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
employ the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate the 
efficient and secure transfer of resources. (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4-6) 
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Regarding Claim 32, Paroz discloses a system that facilitates controlling a computing 
system, comprising: 

means for providing an agent for a first system, which agent receives input device 
data of one or more input devices of the first system; (Paroz col 5, II 1 7-23: 
second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator 
(local agent) receives control input) 

means for signaling the agent to route the input device data to at least a second 
system; (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) 
system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, li 41- 
45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing device 
(remote)) 

means for routing the input device data to the second system for processing; (Paroz 
col 5, II 41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing 
device (remote)) 

means for presenting objects displayed by the second system, on a display of the 
first system; (Paroz col 7, II 16-23: monitors the user interface output from the 
local program and sends appropriate output to the remote computing device) 

means for controlling the second system via the display of the first system. (Paroz 
col 7, II 16-23: monitors the user interface output from the local program and 
sends appropriate output to the remote computing device) 

Paroz discloses wherein a user thereof to automatically facilitate control of the 
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second system via the first system upon depioyment of the second system 
proximate to the first system . (Paroz coi 5, ii 17-23: a system for controlling a first 
computing device (remote) from a second computing device (local); col 5, II 30-35: 
sends updated information about the state of first computing device to equivalent or 
second computing device; col 5, Si 41-45: receives control input and executes 
(routes) on first computing device (remote)) Paroz does not explicitly disclose that 
the local agent is communicatively coupled to an associations database comprising 
associations information between a user, the local system, and the remote system 
However, Kawamura discloses: 

means for accessing a database of associations between the first system, at least a 
second system; (Kawamura coS 6, 1 65 - col 7, 1 6: information stored in agent 
profile (agent attributes): information with regard to whether individual platforms 
are capable of accepting and activating an agent; coi 32, II 23-31 : storage of 
platform profile and agent profile; can be stored in a centralized or distributed 
manner (agent profile for each agent is part of each agent or in a central store)) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz 
where the local agent of the local system is communicatively coupled to an 
associations database comprising associations information between a user, the local 
system, and the remote system as taught by Kawamura. One of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to employ the teachings of Kawamura in order to 
perform highly efficient information processing that is responsive to changes in 
situation, (see Kawamura coi 6, ii 36-43) 
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Paroz does not explicitly disclose automatically routing clipboard content from the 
first system to the at least a second system, the second system including a second 
agent that verifies that the clipboard content can be received at the second system. 
However, Beged-Dov discloses: 

means for automatically routing clipboard content from the first system to the at least 
a second system, the at least a second system including a second agent that 
verifies that the clipboard content can be received at the at least a second 
system. (Beged-Dov coi 3 ! 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; 
col 4, II 39-50: copy function; coi 5, II 36-49: past function; coi 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: 
using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, !l 30-33: verifies user identity at copy 
system (first system); coi 5, 11 17-18: verifies user identity at paste system 
(second system)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to 
receiving clipboard data and switching clipboard data to a second computing system 
as taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to employ the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate 
the efficient and secure transfer of resources. (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4- 
6) 

12. Claims 26 - 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Paroz in view of Beged-Dov. 
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Regarding Claim 26, Paroz discloses a method for controlling a computer, the method 
comprising: receiving at least one of input device data and associated with a first agent 
of a first computing system , programmed to receive and switch the at least one of input 
device data (Paroz col 4, II 56-60: software component (first agent) on first computing 
device monitors events from the first computing device); and switching at least one of 
the input device data to a second computing system based upon the input device data. 
(Paroz col 5, II 17-23: second (local) system controls first (remote) system; col 5, II 30- 
35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 41-45: receives control input 
and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote)) Paroz does not explicitly 
disclose receiving clipboard data and switching clipboard data to a second computing 
system. However, Beged-Dov discloses receiving clipboard data and switching 
clipboard data to a second computing system; and routing the clipboard data to the 
second computing system in response to a routine signal. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 
I 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: 
past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to 
receiving clipboard data and switching clipboard data to a second computing system as 
taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
employ the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate the 
efficient and secure transfer of resources. (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4-6) 



Regarding Claim 27, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising a 
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display of the first computing system to facilitate control of the second computing 
system. (Paroz col 5, II 37-40: visual status monitoring (display): detects changes in 
state of first computing device (second computing system) and sends those changes for 
transfer to second computing device (first computing device)) Paroz does not explicitly 
disclose a touch pad. However, Deshpande discloses a touch pad. (Deshpande col 1 , 
II 23-27: touch screen) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to use 
a touch pad as taught by Deshpande. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to employ the teachings of Deshpande in order to provide adequate playback 
by eliminating bandwidth constraints. (Deshpande col 2, II 42-47) 

Regarding Claim 28, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising 
tracking a location of the second computing system such that placement of the second 
computing system proximate to the first computing system causes the first agent to 
automatically facilitate control of the second system. (Paroz col 9, II 39-44: visual status 
monitor monitors GU! events (mouse clicks, window focus); determine whether to 
generate a message to the mediator for the second computing device (local); col 9, II 
21-25: handlers for events received from local program: handlers for events occurring 
on second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 29, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, further comprising 
configuring the first agent by designating one or more locations on a display screen of 
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the first computing system to trigger routing of the input device data to the second 
system, the one or more locations include at least one of a display element and an icon 
that are associated with triggering the first agent to route the input device data to the 
second computing system. (Paroz col 5, li 17-23: second (local) system controls first 
(remote) system; col 5, II 30-35: mediator (local agent) receives control input; col 5, II 
41-45: receives control input and executes (routes) on first computing device (remote); 
col 7, II 1-4: analyze first computing device's user interface (GUI, display, icons); creates 
a equivalent second user interface and sends second user interface to second 
computing device; col 9, II 21-25: handlers for events received from local program; 
handlers for events occurring on second computing device) 

Regarding Claim 30, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26, (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a 
system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device 
(local)) Paroz does not explicitly disclose the routing of the clipboard data includes 
encapsulating the clipboard data and transmitting the encapsulated clipboard data to 
the second computing system. However, Beged-Dov discloses wherein the routing of 
the clipboard data includes encapsulating the clipboard data and transmitting the 
encapsulated clipboard data to the second computing system. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - 
col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36- 
49: past function; col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to 
receiving clipboard data and switching clipboard data to a second computing system as 
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taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
employ the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate the 
efficient and secure transfer of resources. (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4-6) 

Regarding Claim 31, Paroz discloses the method of claim 26. (Paroz col 5, II 17-23: a 
system for controlling a first computing device (remote) from a second computing device 
(local)) Paroz does not explicitly disclose authenticating the second computing system 
before routing the clipboard data thereto. However, Beged-Dov discloses wherein 
further comprising authenticating the second computing system before routing the 
clipboard data thereto, wherein authentication and routing are performed one of 
automatically and manually. (Beged-Dov col 3 I 63 - col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for 
copy and paste; col 4, II 39-50: copy function; col 5, II 36-49: past function; col 3 I 63 - 
col 4, 1 2: using a clipboard for copy and paste; col 4, II 30-33: verifies user identity at 
copy system (first system); col 5, II 17-18: verifies user identity at paste system (second 
system)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Paroz to 
receiving clipboard data and switching clipboard data to a second computing system as 
taught by Beged-Dov. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
employ the teachings of Beged-Dov in order for a method and system to facilitate the 
efficient and secure transfer of resources. (Beged-Dov col 1 , II 19-20; col 2, II 4-6) 



Conclusion 
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